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Poster Presentations / 54 (2014) S34eS93 S43were determined; Bivariate analysiswas used to determinewhether
any demographic factors were associated with either youth self-
report or provider documentation.
Results: 49/784 (70%) of eligible youth consented, and 85%
(n ¼ 466) attended the appointment. Mean age was 14.5 (sd 1.6);
65% female, 45 % Hispanic, 38% Black, 17% White. 300/466 (64%)
completed the health screening questionnaire. Of those 300 youth
who completed the questionnaire, 8.3 % reported having a gun at
home, 83.3% reported not having a gun in the home, and 8.3% did
not answer the question about ﬁrearms. Evaluating provider
documentation of ﬁrearms in the home, 81% of the time there was
no documentation; 17% of the time providers documented that
there were not any ﬁrearms present, and 1.7% of the time providers
documented that therewas a ﬁrearm in the home.When therewas
actual documentation, 9% of the time providers reported the
presence of a ﬁrearm. For youth who reported having guns in the
home (n ¼ 24), 50% of the time providers did not document at all
about ﬁrearms; 16% of the time there was documentation that
there were not ﬁrearms when youth reported there were ﬁrearms
present, and 33% of the time providers documented the presence
of ﬁrearms. No demographic characteristics, including age, race/
ethnicity, gender or SES were associated with whether youth re-
ported a ﬁrearm, or whether a provider documented whether a
ﬁrearm was present in the home.
Conclusions: The vast majority of the time health care providers
are not documenting whether there are ﬁrearms in the home
during routine health care visits. HCPS missed documenting about
ﬁrearm presence in 67% of youth who report access. However
when they did document, they correctly documented 67% of the
time. There are signiﬁcant missed opportunities to counsel families
on ﬁrearm safety if the topic of ﬁrearms is not being addressed
during routine health care appointments.
Sources of Support: Colorado Injury Control Research Center,
Childrens Hospital Colorado Research Institute.
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Purpose: In the wake of Columbine and other school-based trag-
edies, public health efforts have intensiﬁed to reduce the incidence
of bullying in schools. Although verbal taunts are most common in
grade school and middle school, physical assaults with fear of le-
thal retaliation are likely greatest in the high school setting. To
date, there has been no analysis of high school (HS) students
nation-wide with respect to weapons carrying by victims of
bullying (VoB). Using national data from the CDC’s 2011 Youth Risk
Behavior Survey, our objectives were to identify the frequency of
weapons carrying in school and in general by VoB and to identify
demographic and social risk factors.
Methods: Data from the 2011 Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance
System were analyzed for HS students grades 9-12 (N ¼ 15,425).
Being a victim of bullying was measured through a single self-
report question (“During the past 12 months, have you ever beenbullied on school property?”). VoB were compared with those who
denied being a VOB were compared regarding age, sex, grade, race,
height, weight, and BMI percentile as well as past threats to
property or personal safety. All analyses were done using pro-
cedures speciﬁcally suited for survey data in SAS 9.2.
Results: 50% of HS students were a VoB within the past 12months;
VoB was more common in younger grades, females, and Cauca-
sians. VoB were more likely to carry weapons in school (8.6% vs
4.6%; p < .0001; OR (95%CI): 1.96 (1.61, 2.38) and carry a gun in
general within the last 30 days (6.3% vs 4.8%; p ¼ .02; OR (95% CI):
1.34 (1.04, 1.71). The likelihood of carrying a weapon on school
property was higher in VoB who had been threatened or injured
with a weapon (28.2% vs. 4.6; p < .0001; OR ¼ 8.12 (6.2, 10.62)) or
been in a physical ﬁght on school property within the last 12
months (23.4% vs. 4.5%; p < .0001; OR ¼ 6.5 (4.98,8.5)). Carrying a
weapon was much more common in VoB previously threatened/
injured AND been in a ﬁght (46.3% vs. 4.7%; < .0001; OR ¼ 17.59
(10.73,28.83)). OR for carrying a weapon increased to 31.9 when
fear of going to school was added as a risk factor (61.9% vs. 4.9%; p<
.0001; OR ¼ 31.86 (17.74,57.24)). Similar ﬁndings were noted for
carrying a gun in general.
Conclusions: Bullying remains widespread among high school
students. With estimates of more than one million victims of
bullying carrying a weapon to high school, More effective pre-
vention efforts and intervention strategies need to be identiﬁed,
with greatest focus not just on bullies, but on the victims of bullies
most likely to carry a weapon and use deadly force if threatened.
Sources of Support: None.
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Purpose: Approximately 1.65 million adolescents ( ¼ 18 years) are
arrested annually in theUS.Of these, about 20% are placed in juvenile
oradult correctional facilities. Evidencesuggests that ratesof juvenile
justice involvement are heavily impacted by system-level policies
within the juvenile justice system, not necessary the individual
behavior of adolescents. For example, the number of adolescents
involved in juvenile justice has declined over the past decade,
partially due to newpolicies for addressing criminal behavior among
adolescents. Despite declines, juvenile justice involvement remains
biased, with males, ethnic/racial minorities, and urban youths
experiencing disproportionate contact within the juvenile justice
system. Such disparities have been examined nationally, but few
studies have focused on county-level trends. Accordingly, we con-
ducted an epidemiologic study of one heavily-populated, diverse
county to understand how penetration in the juvenile justice system
has changed over time, and to identify group disparities.
Methods: Datawas abstracted from two sources. First, information
about the gender and race/ethnicity of all youths (ages 12-17)
living in Marion County, Indiana, was gathered from census data.
Second, information about juvenile justice involvement was gath-
ered from the Marion County juvenile justice system database.
Involvementwasdeﬁnedasdeepestpenetration in the systemacross
four levels of increasing involvement: arrest, detention, commitment
